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I. Introduction
During the George W. Bush administration, the United States lost much of its credibility
around the world. There was unprecedented anti-Americanism across the globe; international
public opinion of the United States hit all-time lows. In 2007, three-fourths of people polled in
twenty-five countries disagreed with how the US was handling Iraq. In eighteen of the countries
polled, only 29% said the US had a mainly positive impact in the world. Only 17% believed that
US troops in Iraq were stabilizing the country. Over 67% disagreed with the way the United
States handled its Guantanamo detainees, 60% disagreed with how the US was handling Iran's
nuclear program and more than half of those polled in every country disapproved of the US
policies regarding global warming, North Korea, and the Israeli-Hezbollah situation.

1

Why does this matter? What are the consequences of the United States having very little
international support or approval? According to Joseph Nye, "when US policies lose their
legitimacy in the eyes of others, distrust grows, reducing US leverage in international affairs."2
This legitimacy that Nye refers to is, on a broad scale, called "soft power." Soft power, according
to Nye, is the ability of a nation to "attract others by the legitimacy of... [its] policies and the
values that underline them."

3

In short, when the United States loses soft power, it loses the

advantage of international support for domestic and global policies. When there is diminished
US soft power, the likelihood that countries will behave in ways beneficial to the US decreases.
Soft power is at the opposite end of the spectrum from "hard power," or military/economic
strength. Under the Bush administration, the United States lost a great deal of its soft power
around the world.
1

"World View of US Goes from Bad to Worse," BBC. 23 January 2007.
http://news.bbc.eo.uk/2/shared/bsp/hi/pdfs/23 _0 l _07_us_poll.pdf
2 Joseph Nye, "The Decline of America's Soft Power," Foreign Affairs Vol 83 No. 3
3
Monti Narayan Datta, "The Decline of America's Soft Power in the United Nations." International
Studies Perspective. 2009, volume 10. Pg 265 - 248.
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Thesis and Justification
As a sharp contrast to George Bush, Barack Obama, during his campaign and his first
months in office, has received international acclaim and acceptance around the world. Even the
vast majority of Europeans, who openly opposed and disliked George Bush, have welcomed
Obama enthusiastically. He was even awarded the Nobel Peace Prize in October 2009. Within
the first year of his presidential tenure, Barack Obama already appears to have gained back more
soft power than George Bush ever had.
Joseph Nye was correct when he argued that soft power is necessary for US foreign
policy to be successful. He claimed that through values, policies, culture, and institutions, a
nation or international actor could influence and attract others. 4 This paper, though in agreement
with Nye's stance on soft power, expands on an unexplored variable of Nye's definition. It
argues that individual presidents or heads of government, by their values and policies, can
greatly enhance or reduce a nation's soft power. The specific persona, cultural characteristics,
rhetoric, policies and actions of individual presidents are a key element in a nation's soft power.
Presidents are the embodiment of soft power and the level of US influence depends on how other
nations and other international actors perceive them. The George W. Bush and Barack Obama
presidencies will be used as case studies in this research, examining the how specific presidents
are viewed by the world and that direct correlation to the soft power of each individual. The main
research question is: Why does Barack Obama have more soft power than George Bush did?

Research Organization
The introduction will be followed by a literature review section which will detail the
research conducted by scholars in the field. The literature review will be followed by a research
4

Joseph Nye, Soft Power: The Means to Success in World Politics p 33.
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design section m which the definition of soft power and the key influential presidential
characteristics will be highlighted. The ways in which soft power is evaluated will be also be
explained. The research design will be followed by the case studies and data analysis section,
which will focus on the specific policies that reflect the individual president's personalities on a
case-by-case analysis and the results of how presidents are judged by the masses, the media elite,
and world leaders. The paper will end with a conclusion, summarizing the collected data and the
implications of the data.

II. Literature Review
This section looks at the scholarly literature dealing with soft power. The research has
been divided into three general categories of soft power: it is effective, it is ineffective, and it
needs amending.
Soft Power is Effective
Joseph Nye is among the most important scholars in the arena of Soft Power. He in fact
coined the term "soft power" in the early 1990s and defines it as "the ability to get what you
want through attraction rather than coercion or payments. It arises from the attractiveness of a
country's culture, political ideals, and policies." 5 Hard power grows out of a nation's economic
and military might, while soft power grows from the attractiveness of a nation's culture, political
ideals, and policies. 6 He admits that most people, when they hear the term soft power,
automatically think "weakness" and are turned off to the concept. But, as Nye puts it, there are
different types of power and soft power is not weakness, just a different form of power. When
others want what the US wants, that is soft power. Nye cites the students of Tiananmen Square
5 Joseph S. Nye, Soft Power: The Means to Success in World Politics.
Ibid.

6

6
protesting by making a replica of the Statue of Liberty, people behind the Iron Curtain listening
to American music, liberated Afghanis asking for a copy of the Bill of Rights, or Iraqis watching
banned American videos in their home. All of these things represent America's soft power
these people did not behave in this way because America forced them to, but because they
respected them and want to be like the United States. This can also translate into political gain
when other nations agree with the US on an international issue and supports it. 7
For Nye, soft power is a form of seduction, and seduction is more efficient and powerful
than coercion. The only downfall is when people from around the world look to the US on a
constant basis for guidance, when American disappoints them, their admiration can quickly tum
to hatred, just like it did during the Bush administration. This happens when a country abandons
its values and becomes arrogant with a unilateral attitude. Nye claims that the United States
cannot stand to lose its soft power because now more than ever it is dependent upon cooperation
from the rest of the world, especially in the War on Terror.
According to Joseph Nunez, the traditional hard-power that America has been utilizing
gives the US an arrogant, negative image. Soft power, though, is constructive and "engenders
cooperation" between the US and its partners abroad. What makes soft power successful is not
that it makes countries do what they oppose, but that it enhances cooperation and finds a
common ground to work from. US foreign policy, according to Nunez, cannot survive and be
successful if it continues on its current path of a hard power based foreign policy doctrine. In
order for the US to change, its political leaders must undergo fundamental attitudinal changes. A
new strategy focusing on long term goals, as opposed to short term goals, can be effective using
soft power, because long term goals do not focus on domestic protection but instead focus on
cooperation with the world to be successful. Nunez claims that America and its leaders must
7 Ibid.
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change and adopt a foreign policy which utilizes soft power as opposed to the traditional hard
power that it has used for decades. 8
According to former US Ambassador William Rugh, America's image abroad is currently
in shambles and is in desperate need of repair. In his opinion, there is no question whether or not
to fix the US image; instead, he says it is a necessity to the nation. Looking back at foreign
policy successes could help guide the United States in the proper direction for improved soft
power. For Rugh, there is no end to the ways that America's image, whether positive or negative,
affects the country. Soft power alters American commerce, the war on terrorism, and affects the
safety of Americans. Foreign leaders typically must listen to what their followers want, and if a
nation's population has disdain for the US, that leader is less likely to cooperate with the US on
crucial matters. What the US policy makers must do is understand the foreign public opinion
because they should know ahead of time where policies are likely to succeed or fail. 9
The US Government's Accountability Office (GAO) made a statement claiming that Anti
Americanism is spreading around the world and this can increase foreign support for terrorism
directed at the United States. This Anti-Americanism can also impact the effectiveness of US
military operations, weaken America's ability to align with other nations, and discourage foreign
publics from engaging with the US in business. 10 When America's soft power decreases and
Anti-Americanism increases, it can be detrimental to US foreign policy initiatives, such as
decreasing terrorist recruitment.

8 Joseph Raymond Nunez, A 2 I"' Century Security Architecturefor the Americas, Strategic Studies
Institute, US Army War College, 2002.
9
William A. Rugh, American Encounters with Arabs. Prager Security International, Connecticut. 2006, p.
xii
0
' US Government Accountability Office, "U.S. Public Diplomacy: Interagency Coordination Efforts
Hampered by the Lack of a National Communication Strategy," 5 April 2005.
http://www.gao.gov/htext/d05323.html
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Soft Power is Ineffective
Some scholars, such as Robert Kagan, argue that America has no need for soft power;
instead, America should be a unilateral, global, superpower. In "Power and Weakness," Kagan
states that the United States acts strong because it is strong and that countries that act weak are
weak. 11 In a Washington Post article, Kagan deems the notion that soft power can help resolve
global issues as "a fantasy." 12 The only reason Europeans are non-militaristic and diplomatic is
because militarily they are weak, claims Kagan. They are the weaker power and the weak always
want to "contain" the strong so they berate the US. Furthermore, Kagan argues that the only
reason peace is possible in Europe is because of American defense of it. Because of this,
America cannot behave in the way that Europe does; Americans guard Europe but cannot behave
like them. 13 Kagan also argues that the United States can be the gatekeepers for the rest of the
world and can bear the burden of "maintaining global security" on its own, without help from
Europe or anyone else.

14

Alexandre Bohas makes the connection between global anti-Americanism and soft
power. He argues that even though anti-Americanism increased dramatically during the Bush
administration, the consumption of American goods and the "diffusion of its symbols" has
remained the same. For instance, during the Bush years, the sales of American products like
McDonalds and Coca-Cola did not suffer in countries with anti-American sentiment. American
movies did well at box offices as well. For these reasons, he calls into question the relevance of
Nye's soft power. If the "American-brand" of everything can continue its domination throughout
the world and be economically prosperous, then there is little need for soft power. Bohas claims
Robert Kagan, "Power and Weakness" Policy Reviewl 13.
http://www.hoover.org/publications/policyreview/3460246.html
12 Robert Kagan, "If Power Shifts in 2008," Washington Post May 28, 2006.
13 Robert Kagan, "Power and Weakness" Policy Review 113.
14
Ibid.
11
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that the world is already attracted to and dependent upon American products and the American
way of life, so there is no need to attract countries through persuasion. America can mold the
world to its advantage through this economic route because the products and movies and values
and symbols all change the culture of the societies who adopt them.

15

Niall Ferguson states that the problem with "soft power is that it's, well, soft." 16 Ferguson
argues that just because kids in the Middle East drink Coke and buy Britney Spears CDs does not
mean that the Middle Eastern people or governments like or approve of the United States. Sure,
maybe economically this relationship can be beneficial, but as for governmental and political
affairs, he claims there is no advantage to the spread of US industry and products overseas. Soft
power, according to Ferguson, is not any power at all. Power, instead, is manifested in the
monopolization of manpower, weaponry, wealth, and knowledge. Because of the increases of
technology and the spread of all things necessary for power, power is being dispersed around the
world. Power is also in the psychology of the people. If a government is viewed as legitimate by
its own people and as credible by other nations, there is power in that. If a nation can withstand a
collective effort and sustain morale, that nation has proved itself powerful. Ferguson claims that
"faith cannot move mountains. But it can move men." 17

Missing Components of Soft Power
Scholars have pointed to missing variables or concepts in Nye's original definition of soft
power. A new theory has emerged, which includes Nye's soft power combined with traditional
military hard power, called "smart power." Dr. Ernest Wilson postulates that governments must
15

Alexandre Boahs, ""The Paradox of Anti-Americanism: Reflection on the Shallow Concept of Soft
Power," Global Society, Vol 20 No. 4, October 2006.
16
Niall Ferguson, "What is Power?" Hoover Institute, Hoover Digest, 2003. No 2.
17
Niall Ferguson, "What is Power?" Hoover Institute, Hoover Digest, 2003. No 2.

know their full inventory of "instruments of statecraft," and smart power is knowing the
limitations of each of these instruments. He defines smart power as "the capacity of an actor to
combine elements of hard power and soft power in ways that are mutually reinforcing such that
the actor's purposes are advanced effectively and efficiently." 18 Neither the proponents for hard
or soft power have adequately combined the two theories, he claims, but smart power does this
and can help advance national interest. Because the world is becoming smarter, with increasing
education and everything from smart phones to smart blogs, it is time for American foreign
policy to catch up to the rest of the world. The traditional US over-reliance on hard power is
outdated, but relying solely on soft power is unrealistic, according to Wilson. The US, he says,
should adopt a smart power foreign policy plan. 19
Bially-Mattem claims that soft power, or "the ability to achieve desired outcomes
through attraction rather than coercion,"20 is an important aspect of foreign policy, but scholars
must rethink attraction in the first place. She claims that both scholars and foreign policy
officials are too narrow-thinking when it comes to attraction. Bially-Mattem states that Nye
views soft power as a "natural objective experience" or that certain international actors can be
convinced that ideas are attractive through persuasion. Cosmopolitanism, democracy, and peace
are some of the most commonly-assumed "values" of the world, when in reality, these are simply
values of the US which are assumed as being attractive to the whole world. This viewpoint on
attraction then becomes an issue of power politics in which those who dictate what is attractive
become the dominant player because they believe their definitions to be the only one. But these
18 Ernest Wilson Ill, "Hard Power, Soft Power, Smart Power" The Annals of the American Academy of
Political and Social Science" March 2008.
19
Ernest Wilson III, "Hard Power, Soft Power, Smart Power" The Annals of the American Academy of
Political and Social Science" March 2008.
20
Janice Bially-Mattern, "Why 'Soft Power' lsn 't so Soft; Representational Force and the Sociolinguistic
Construction of Attraction in World Politics," Millennium 2005 Vol 33 Issue 3.
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assumptions of attraction are not feasible in foreign policy and world politics today. According.
to Bially-Mattern, scholars must do more research regarding what attracts specific nations,
instead of treating the world as a whole community which is attracted by similar values. 21
According to Bates Gill and Yanzhong Huang, a nation's culture is one of the most
important aspects of its soft power. If a nation's culture and language is spread around the world,
then people across the globe will be more apt to visit or even go to a college or university there.
If people are able to experience a nation first-hand, there is a possibility that those people who
will one day become legislators in their home country may make policy decisions in favor of that
nation. A nation's foreign policy can also shape its soft power. If the nation is ruthless and
confrontational, other nations may view it as barbaric and want nothing to do with it. If a nation
has a more sophisticated, constructive foreign policy, then other nations will want to cooperate
with that nation. Gill and Huang also claim that there are established norms governing
international relations which are generally accepted by the international community, such as
peaceful settlement of disputes, mutually beneficial economic ties, and effective arms control. If
a nation does not follow these established norms, it will be blacklisted and the international
community will not work with that nation. 22
The thesis of this paper st�tes that the theory of soft power has overlooked a key element
to the practical application of soft power: the presidential aspect. This president embodiment of
soft power means that a president, with his personality and political ideologies, can enhance or
diminish the soft power of a nation which includes the ability of that president to influence other
nations. Because of this, this paper would fall into the third section of the Literature Review
which claims Nye's definition is missing some components.
Ibid.
Gill and Yanzhong Huang, "Sources and Limits of Chinese Soft Power," Survival, vol. 48, no 2.
Summer 2006. Pl 7-63.
21

22
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III. Research Design
How is soft power Evaluated?
According to Nye, soft power is the ability to obtain outcomes one wants through
attraction rather than coercion or payment. 23 According to this research, individual presidents
embody soft power through their cultural characteristics, persona, rhetoric, polices and actions.
When other nations, both the leaders and the people, perceive a US president in a positive light,
those nations favor the US president and support him. When this happens, US soft power
increases and the likelihood of the international community accepting the president and his
agenda increases.
The independent variables in this study are the personality, cultural characteristics, and
policies of a specific president. The dependent variable in this research is the soft power attained
by the president for the United States. If a nation and its leaders "like" and respect a president
because of his persona then they are more likely to respect his policies and support him in the
international arena.
US president's persona, culture, and policies
(independent variable)

➔ US level of soft power

(dependent variable)

Soft power is not a form of power that can be completely quantified. There is no place to
look up a figure and find out the quantity or quality of soft power for any given nation. The
public opinion polls of the masses are one quantifiable variable, but that alone is not enough to
determine whether a president and his country has soft power or not. One may attempt measuring
hard power, for instance, through the number of men in an army or the number of nuclear
23 Joseph Nye, "Barack Obama and Soft Power," The Huffington Post, 12 June 2008.
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weapons at a nation's disposal, but those numbers do not directly correlate with the amount of
hard power one has. Other factors, such as the training level of the army and the rate at which the
nuclear weapons could realistically and successfully be deployed to an enemy territory shape the
level of hard power. The same is true for soft power. There is not one statistic that proves a
president has soft power or not. One cannot point to the sheer number of agreements made
between two nations and assume that soft power was high or low. The type of agreement, the
severity, the historical significance, and the context must be explored to determine if soft power
was a determining factor in the situation. Although soft power cannot be completely quantified
into one simple figure, it can be evaluated.
There are three ways in which this research seeks to evaluate soft power. First, by the
masses around the world as observed through international public opinion polls, by the media
elite as observed by international editorials and how they judge the president, and by statements
made by leaders around the world as observed by their statements about the President and the
amount of US supported policy accepted by them. The presidencies of George W. Bush and
Barack Obama will be researched and compared as the case studies for this paper. America lost
much of its soft power during the presidency of George W. Bush and within the first months of
Barack Obama's presidency, American soft power abroad has rebounded to a large degree. This
paper seeks to explore this issue and why Obama appears to have more soft power.
International public opinion data will be gathered from the Pew Research Center, Gallup,
and the Chicago Council on Global Affairs. Public opinion will be gathered from the time period
of both administrations and compared. This data will show how international publics view both
Bush and Obama. International media such as the BBC, The Guardian, The New Statesman, the

AFP, and TIME magazine will be researched. The statements made in editorials about George
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Bush and Barack Obama will be utilized to evaluate the opinions of the media elites. Statements
made by European leaders about both presidents and policies will also be used to observe their
opinions and whether or not they are accepting of policies supported by Bush and Obama.

IV. Cases and Data Analysis
In order to study soft power, this paper will look at Europeans and their opinions of Bush.
Moreover, specific policies adopted by Bush and Obama will be researched, along with how
Europeans preceieve them.
Issue-by-Issue Comparison
This section will further develop three of the most important issues to the European
people and governments. Each section will begin with the ways in which George W Bush
handled the issues and will be followed by the the way Barack Obama handled the issue. Each
section will include the perception and opinon of the European people regarding each issue and
analysis of what these perceptions mean and whether the Bush approach or Obama approach
would be more wholly accepted by Europeans.

Environmental Issues:
George W Bush's Approach
In a.2009 Pew Poll, some of the most important issues expressed in twenty-five countries
related to environmental concerns. Global warming was seen as the most serious environmental

15
issue in 92% of the countries and a majority of nations promotes protecting the environment
even at the risk of slower economic progress and a possible loss of jobs. 24
The Bush administration did not place environmental issues at the top of its priority list.
In 2001, at the beginning of the administration, Bush appointed Gail Norton as Secretary of the
Interior. This sent environmental groups in to an uproar, seeing as Norton was the former a
senior attorney for the Mountain States Legal Foundation, which is funded by mining, logging,
and oil companies. Also in 2001, Vice President Dick Cheney created a National Energy Plan
that would consist of drilling on public lands, including the Arctic National Wildlife
Refuge. 25
In 2002, a report published by the Bush administration stated that humans were a cause of
the "far-reaching effects of global warming."26 The president responded by distancing himself
from this report, claiming that the report contained many caveats about the uncertainty of global
warming. When asked about the report, Bush simply responded that he had read the report put
out by "the bureaucracy."27 In September 2003, the Bush administration lifted a 25-year old ban
against selling PCB-infected land. PCB is a chemical that is linked to cancer and neurological
problems in humans. Over 1,000 sites infected with PCB were opened up to economic
development. PCB is one of the most widely-spread pollutants in the post WWII era and some
members of the EPA raised concerns about not being able to track the sale of these sites and
ensure that the PCB is not spread because of improper cleanup. 28

24

Pew Global Attitudes Project. "Highlights of the 2009 Survey" http://pewglobal.org/docs/?DocID=l2.
09 September 2009.
25
"The Bush administration's Dirty Legacy," Natural Resources Defense Council,
http://www.nrdc.org/BushRecord/ 15 September 2009.
26
Katharine Q. Seelye, "President Distances Himself From Global Warming Report," New York Times, 5
June 2002.
27
Ibid.
28
Peter Eisler, "EPA Lifts Ban on Selling PCB Sites," USA Today, I September 2003.
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In February 2006, top NASA climate specialist finally revealed that the Bush
administration had attempted to stop him from publicly discussing the risks of global warming. 29
One month after this incident, the Bush administration proposed weakening the standards for
clean water, allowing three times more pollution, including toxic chemicals, in drinking water.
This act would label unsafe water as "protective of health" and could affect more than fifty
million people. 30 In 2008, the Bush administration ignored the harmful effects that off-shore oil
and gas drilling in Alaska would have on polar bears. 31 The administration also opened up
Alaskan seas to oil exploration. These explorations include seismic exploration which included
loud, repeated blasts from air guns to map out the ocean floor. These blasts are "far louder than
sound levels that can injure, that can literally deafen marine animals." 32 According to eleven
international World Public Opinion polls conducted in 2007, many countries see an urgent need
to curtail climate change and reduce green house gas emissions. Fifteen of twenty-one countries
felt that it was necessary to take major steps very soon to address climate change. In the other six
countries, the opinions were divided between "major steps" and "modest steps."33 Issues, such as
the environment, that are of extreme importance to Europeans, did not seem to matter to George
Bush. His administration denied the existence of global warming. This policy and mind-set did
not match well with the mind-set of Europeans. Many Europeans view the Bush response to
environmental issues as another way in which he ideologically differs from then.
29

"The Bush administration's Dirty Legacy," Natural Resources Defense Council,
http://www.nrdc.org/BushRecord/ 17 September 2009.
30
"New Administration Proposal Would Allow Three Times The Pollution in Drinking Water," Natural
Resources Defense Council, http://www.nrdc.org/media/pressreleases/06040 I .asp. 08 September 2009.
31
"Bush administration to Miss Deadline for Polar Bear Endangered Species Act Listing," Natural
Resources Defense Council, http://www.nrdc.org/media/2008/080107.asp. 08 September 2009.
32
Yereth Rosen, "Oil Exploration Tests off Alaska Prompt Lawsuit," Reuters, 5 May 5008.
33 "International Poll finds Robust Global Support for Increased Efforts to Address Climate Change,"
World Public Opinion,
http://www. worldpublicopinion.org/pipa/articles/btenvironmentra/43 5 .php?nid=&id=&pnt=43 5. 16
September 2009.
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Barack Obama's Approach
The environment was among the first issues Barack Obama tackled as he entered the
White House in January 2009. Within his first two months in office he veered severely off of the
Bush environmental-course. He put Bush's plans for power-plant pollution, off-shore drilling,
nuclear waste storage, and endangered species on hold. 34 In regard to Greenhouse emissions,
Obama wants a cap on emissions like carbon dioxide. He has proposed companies purchasing
permits to emit these gasses. On the economic stimulus bill passed in 2009, there is $3.4 billion
for fossil-fuel research, especially for technology that would allow coal-plant operators to bury
their carbon dioxide. The Obama budget cuts off funding for plans of burying nuclear waste in
the Yucca Mountains. Obama's administration has already canceled plans for drilling in Utah
and Wyoming and plans to "re-evaluate" offshore drilling promoted by the Bush administration .
Obama has also shown interest in endangered species. He's directed federal agencies,
(

environmental, and scientific agencies to consult with one another before beginning construction
projects that might threaten endangered species. 35
At a September 2009 United Nations summit in New York, President Barack Obama
expressed the need for developed nations and developing nations (such as China) to combat
global climate change. Obama hoped to create, with Chinese President Hu Jintao, a new global
warming treaty. Hu, the president of the number one greenhouse gas emitting country, did lay
out a new plan to tackle China's emissions. Obama also outlined his administrations steps taken
34Traci Watson, "Obama Veers From Bush's Environmental Course," USA Today, 9 March 2009.
35 Ibid.
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since he began office. Obama also said that the time to reverse climate change is running out.
Obama claimed the United States had done more in his eight months in office than in any time in
history to reduce carbon pollution in the US. He pleaded for all nations to act together in the
effort to reduce climate change and reduce Greenhouse gas emissions into the atmosphere. 36 This
speech at the United Nations proved to the environmentally-conscious around the world that both
Obama and the United States are making strides to curtail their environmentally damaging
effects on the earth. He repeated his concerns for the environment and the need for clean-energy
in his 2010 State of the Union Address. The environment, sustainability, and global warming are
crucial issues to European publics and many responded well to Barack Obama's pledge of
cleaner energy resources and his acknowledgement of global warming as a real problem. His
personality and political ideologies shape his political agenda, which closely matches with the
traditionally liberal European ideologies, such as a commitment to the environment.

Guantanamo Bay and Torture
George W Bush's Approach
During the Bush administration, 773 detainees were held at Guantanamo Bay's Camp
Delta. Since 2002 when detainees were first brought to Guantanamo Bay, federal courts and
human rights groups have been battling the controversial issue of the United States holding the
alleged terrorists without habeas co,pus. 37 This prison "does not enjoy an open political
relationship with the United States."38 President Bush and his administration claimed that these

36

"China and US Try to Jumpstart Stalled Climate Talks," Reuters, 22 September 2009.
http://www.reuters.com/article/topNews/idUSTRE58K2WP20090922?pageNumber=2&virtua1BrandCha
nnel=0. 22 September 2009.
37
"Guantanamo Bay Timeline," Washington Post.
http://projects.washingtonpost.com/guantanamo/timeline/
38
Rita Maran, "Detention and Torture in Guantanamo," Social Justice Volume 33 no 4. 2006.
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detainees were not prisoners of war and therefore could not be protected under the Geneva
Convention. A US District Court agreed with the administration, claiming that Taliban fighters
are prisoners of war but captured Al-Qaeda terrorists are not. This means that the prisoners have
no rights, no access to lawyers or courts or family. Most of these detainees were not charged
with any crime during the Bush administration but were held for many years with no legal rights
whatsoever. 39
Many have criticized the US for ignoring international human rights laws. The US has
also been targeted for its use of torture, such as water boarding, the use of dogs, and sexual
humiliation. The living conditions of the prisoners have also caused controversy. The prisoners
are held in mesh-covered cells with lights on all day and all night. They are blindfolded when
moved throughout the prison and are only allowed to communicate in groups of three or less.
However, a majority of the world's population does not support torture, even in cases of
terrorism. In a 2008 World Public Opinion poll of nineteen nations, it found on average that 57%
believe that all torture should be prohibited, even in the case of a terrorist, where torture might
save innocent lives. There are some countries where a strong minority believes there should be
an exception for torture in the case of a terrorist, such as Russia, Nigeria, Iran, the United States,
Egypt, and Turkey. In these countries, an average of 34% of the population made an exception
for terrorism. Among Western European countries like the UK, France, and Spain, an average of
82% believe that no torture should ever be allowed, and only an average of 9% of Western
Europeans believed there should be a "terrorist-exception" for torture. 40 But even with some of
the minorities supporting an exception for torture, the majority in these countries does not
support torture. Ideologically, Europeans and the rest of the world typically disagree with the
Ibid.
"World Publics Reject Torture," World Public Opinion, June 24, 2008.
http://www.worldpublicopinion.org/pipa/articles/btjusticehuman_rightsra/496.php?nid=&id =&pnt=496.
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Bush administration on torture. This shows another ideology gap between the beliefs of Western
Europeans and George Bush.

Barack Obama's Approach
One of the first orders that Obama signed as president in January 2009 was the closing of
Guantanamo Bay. This action received applause from around the globe. There had been intense
criticism from foreign governments around the world regarding the secret prisons and the lack of
law-abiding procedures at the facility. 41 The Obama administration faced challenges, however, in
making progress towards closing Guantanamo Bay. Namely, there is no clear alternative location
for holding some of the remaining 245 detainees. The US Senate blocked, in May 2009,
legislation that would allot funds to shut down Guantanamo. There was a 90-6 vote on this
legislation, showing that Democratic and Republican senators alike do not approve of moving
terrorist suspects in to the United States.

A similar bill was passed in the House, with

congressmen claiming there needs to be a clear plan for relocation of the detainees before the
prison is shut down. 42 The Obama administration also received negative reaction when it decided
to reinstate military tribunals for detainees. Although Obama promised that these tribunals
would be run by the letter of the law, 43 the global public did not respond well. 44 But, according to
an August 2009 Press Release from Press Secretary Robert Gates, the administration's plans are
to close Guantanamo Bay. 45
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Addressing Guantanamo in his campaign speeches and having it be among his first
decisions made when he took office was very important to many foreign publics. Around the
world, many showed their disdain for the American policy of torture and drew parallels to
George Bush "the cowboy" and his disregard for the American Constitution. At the same time,
many drew a correlation between Barack Obama's disdain for Guantanamo Bay and the practice
of torture to his personality and beliefs. They relate more closely with Obama's beliefs and thus
approve of him at a much higher rate.

United Nations
George W Bush's Approach
George Bush's appointing of John Bolton as United States ambassador to the United
Nations spoke volumes to the national and international community about his true disregard of
the United Nations. The news of this appointment shocked many and disappointed innumerable
United Nations members. Bolton is known for viewing the United Nations as an "ineffective and
corrupted bastion of anti-Americanism."46 Bolton was appointed by Bush in 2005 on a recess
appointment and thus was never confirmed by the Senate. He is quoted by Democracy Now! as
saying that America will use the UN ".:. when it suits our interests and when we can get others to
go along... The United States makes the UN work when it wants it to work and that is exactly the
way it should be because the only question to the United States is: 'what's in our national
interest.' That is a fact. "47 Senate minority leader Harry Reid said in 2005 that the nomination
was "a disappointing choice and one that sends the wrong signal."48
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Even in the beginning of his presidency, Bush and the United Nations had a strenuous
relationship. It appeared as if Bush wanted to work with the UN when it would help advance his
goals, such as a cooperative front on nuclear proliferation and combating AIDS, but ignoring the
UN when he decided to attack Iraq without their permission. Many advisors to the president were
openly skeptical about the United Nations, and some stated that, for George Bush, the question
of whether or not to put the security of the nation in the hands of an international organization is
not worth debating, and for Dick Cheney, the question isn't even worth raising. Bush's aides said
that the president and the United Nations will never agree on how to handle "perceived threats to
peace."49
A world public opinion poll conducted by the Chicago Council on Global Affairs in 2006
polled 21,890 people in eighteen nations from North America, South America, Europe, Asia, and
the Middle East. Large majorities approve of strengthening the United Nations in many different
ways, from the creation of a standing peace keeping army to regulation of international arms
trade, and investigative authority into human rights abuses. Most popular support for
peacekeeping forces were for "defending a country that has been attacked," and there was
support for the use of force in enforcing nuclear proliferation, and there is large support for using
a peacekeeping force to preventing genocide. Large majorities in the US, France, Israel, and
China agreed that their nation should be more willing to make decisions with the UN when
dealing with international problems, even if the UN policy is not the first choice of their
country. 50
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Many people around the world view the US as a hegemonic power-hungry nation that
will make decisions, such as the Iraq War, regardless of what any other nation has to say. They
believe the United States disregards the rest of the world as inferior and of little importance.
Disregarding the United Nations in the way that the Bush administration did only reinforced this
notion to the rest of the world that the US will do what it wants, when it wants, and how it wants
with no input from the global community. Obviously, other nations do not want to be regarded as
second class citizens, so they were very turned-off to George Bush and his attitudes regarding the
global populace and international institutions such as the United Nations.

Barack Obama's Approach
During his presidential campaign, Obama promised to reengage the United States with
the United Nations, and so far he has done just that. 51 Only fifty days into his presidency, Barack
Obama met with United Nations Secretary General Ban Ki-moon to discuss international issues
such as climate change, Afghanistan, North Korea, Iraq, and other pressing issues. Obama stated
at this meeting that "I think the United Nations can be an extraordinarily constructive, important
partner in bringing about peace and stability and security to people around the world."52
In the days and months that followed this March meeting, he made many changes to the
US-UN relationship. He switched the US payment schedule of UN annual dues to match the
United Nations fiscal calendar as opposed to the US congressional fiscal calendar, he made a
public declaration to join the UN to help stop climate change, he renewed US funding to the
UN's Population Fund, he publicly cited the International Criminal Court, he pledged support for
the UN's Millennium Development goals, and in September 2009 he headed a UN Security
51
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Council meeting on non-proliferation and disarmament, which is something unprecedented by
any US president. During his September visit to the UN, Obama gave a speech which represents
his view of the United Nations and the world order:
"Cooperative effort ofthe whole world - those words ring even more true
today. ... No one nation can or should try to dominate other nations. No
world order that elevates one nation or group over another will succeed. No
balance of power among nations will hold. .. We can be remembered as a
·generation that ... comes together to serve the common interests ofhuman
beings and finally gives meaning to the promise embedded in the name
given to the institution, the United Nations. " - Barack Obama
The Untied State's attitude of going-it-alone and making decisions without regard to any
other nation has not had positive response from the global community. Barack Obama,
throughout his campaign and his first year in office, has made it clear that he is looking to the
rest of the world as partners, not peons. This attitude has been well-received by the Europeans
after eight years of the opposite from the Bush administration.
For each of these issues, the environment, Guantanamo Bay, and the United Nations, the
world and Western Europe in particular align with the opinions and policies of Barack Obama.
The Bush administration's view of the world and its issues did not seem to match up with any
other nation in terms of their opinions and actions. When nations agree with what the United
States president is doing and advocating, they are much more likely to support America in
general.

Opinions From Around the World
This section will not focus on specific issues, but will instead focus on how people
around the world view Bush and Obama in general. This section furthers the evaluation of soft
power by using public opinion polls to measure the opinions of the masses, using editorials to
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observe the opinions of the media elite, and using statements and actions from world leaders to
observe their opinions of Bush and Obama. The same leaders are used to evaluate both
presidents to keep the research on the same plane.

Opinions of the People
A Pew Global Attitudes survey conducted May 18, 2009 - Junl 6, 2009 of nearly 27,000
people in twenty-five counties collected public opinion regarding the image of the United States,
stances on US policies, and views of Barack Obama. Most of these interviews were done in
person as opposed to over the phone. This survey, overall, shows that in 2009 there has been a
revival of America's image, reflecting a positive view of Barack Obama. The approval rating of
the United States has had staggering increases, especially in Canada and Western Europe, since
Barack Obama took office. In many countries, opinions of the United States are almost as high as
they were before the Bush administration took office. Much of this increase is attributed to
Barack Obama. In most countries, people cite the election of Barack Obama as the main reason
for their favorable view of the United States. Below is the public opinion regarding the
favorability of the United States before and during the Bush administration and in the months
following Barack Obama's election.
Favorability Ratings of the US
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*The"-" indicates years in which data was not available. 53

This chart shows the vast difference between the end of the Clinton administration, which
boasted some of the highest favorability raitings towards America in history, compared to the
Bush years, which boasted some of the lowest favorability raitings in history, and the first year of
Barack Obama's presidency. Although not too many policy decisions have been made globally
during the hist first year in office, his personality, persona, and beliefs have obviously made a
very large and impressive impact on foreign publics.
One survey question asked about people's confidence in the presdient of the United
States doing the right thing in foreign affairs. This question was asked in 2008 during the Bush
administration and again in May/June 2009. The results are staggaring. This personal confidence
in Barack Obama is fueling a resurgance in the overall approval of the United States. The
research shows that this resurgance is due to personal confidence in Barack Obama and not so
much in his specific policies.
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This chart shows the vast differences in confidence-levels in the two presidents. The
raitings for Obama (the top bar for each country) far outweigh the raitings for Bush (the bottom
bar). The most impressive differences are in the Western European countries - Germany, France,
and Britain. Any leader of any nation having personal confdence raitings above 90% speaks
volumes to their soft power. When people support the leader of another nation, there is a smaller
chance of marches or rallies against that nation/leader. If people support a leader from another
nation, they are more likely to elect lawmakers in their own country who support that leader.
When this occours, the US gains "friends" in legislatures across the globe who will support US
policy.

54 Pew Global Attitudes Survey. "Confidence in Obama Lifts US Image Around the World"
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Western Europe

Confidence the President of the United States will do the right
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Western European countries overwhelmingly believe that Barack Obama will "do the
right thing in foreign affairs" as opposed to President Bush. The most staggering difference is in
France, where Obama saw a 33% jump over Bush. In every country, confidence in Obama was
much higher than the year before under Preside Bush. These same results were evident in
countries across the globe, including Latin American countries, African countries, and Asian
countries.
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These results show that in almost every country surveyed, the confidence in Barack Obama is
higher than the confidence in George W. Bush. Indonesia had a very high increase, partly due to
Obama's family ties in Indonesia. These polls were taken in May/June of 2009. At this time,
Obama had only been in office for a few months, so it is obviously something other than his
policy decisions that cause such incredible increases in confidence levels over George Bush. Not
only did the people surveyed have more personal confidence in Barack Obama, but they also
believed that a Barack Obama-led US is more likely to do "the right thing" in his foreign policy.
His foreign policy decisions are the decisions that have the greatest impact on their nations, and
they obviously believe that Barack Obama will have their interests in mind. They believed that
56
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George Bush would not. When anti-Bush tendnecies spread like wild fire around the world,
leaders who eagerly supported Bush did not have eager support at home. Therefore, US policy
did not have support around the world.
In specific foreign policy, there was strong support for the closing of Guantanamo Bay
and for the removal of troops from Iraq. There is contention in many countries about sending
more troops to Afghanistan, however. There are very high expectations for the rest of the Obama
presidency. Most countries agree that Obama will be fair when dealing with the
Israeli/Palestinian conflict, and most think he will seek international approval before using
military force around the world. There is strong optimism in Western Europe and Canada that
Obama will take action regarding climate change. Many believe that Obama will take their
country into consideration when making US policy. These high expectations were not seen
during the Bush administration.
Some of the most shocking data finds that, among Western Europeans, there is a renewed
support to combat terrorism in 2009. Bush's low approval raitings positively correlate with the
low approval raitings of the Iraq War. For Europeans, it may not have been not solely fighting
terrorism that they dissaproved of, rather it was the man leading the fight, George W. Bush, who
they dissiaproved of. Barack Oba.ma's high international public opinon correlates with the
increased approval of the US effort, so the change occoured because of the administration
change.
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Overall, it is obvious that the people of the world, especially in Western Europe, did not
support or have confidence in President Bush. With the election of Barack Obama, however, it
appears that there has been a resurgence in support for the US President, the United States as a
nation, and US-led international efforts, like the War on Terror. The only large change that
occurred between 2008 and 2009 in regards to these issues was the election of Barack Obama as
president. People's increased approval of him correlate into people's increased approval of the
US and its foreign policy efforts. This is the heart and soul of soft power.

Opinions of the Media Elite
George W Bush
According to Brian Eno, European writer for TIME Magazine, Europeans are
disappointed with and confused by America, especially America during the Bush administration.
To Europeans, it appears that the American left has withdrawn itself from politics and is content
57 Pew Global Attitudes Project. 25 Nation Pew Global Attitudes Survey .Page 164.
http://pewglobal.org/reports/pdf/264.pdf. 12 August 2009.
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with the fundamentalist Christian right running the show. It is absurd to many Europeans that
Bush views moralizing the world with "American family-values" as a top priority because the
rest of the world is not interested in American values, especially not the fundamentalist Christian
values he is advocating. Under Bush, America seems to be forgetting everything that made it
great in the past, such as the fundamental separation of church and state. 58
After September 11, 2001, George Bush proclaimed to the world, "Either you are with us,
or you are with the terrorists. From this day forward, any nation that continues to harbor or
support terrorism will be regarded by the United States as a hostile regime." 59 America seems
paranoid and its doctrine of "with us or against us" is off-putting to the rest of the world and this
scare-tactic has had the opposite of its intended effect: it has made Europeans resent the US
instead of support it. 60
Bush was a hard-liner against free national health services, social housing,
unemployment benefits, and other social programs, but those are all programs evident and
heavily supported in Europe. Americans have the attitude that "everyone wants what we've got"
but Europeans believe that Americans should want what the Europeans have, seeing as the US
has some of the highest violent crime, incarceration, drug, functional illiteracy, and economic
inequality rates in the world.
While Europeans were busy strengthening the European Union and participating in the
United Nations, George Bush was attempting to exempt himself and the US from international
agreements. The president of Poland remarked in 2004 that the Bush administration lied about
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the Iraq weapons of mass destruction which prompted Poland to send 2,500 soldiers to Iraq. The
Polish president feels that his country has been "taken for a ride."61
Many in Europe disliked Bush and his policies so much that they were rallying for their
newly-elected Prime Minister Gordon Brown to cut ties with George Bush that Tony Blair had
held on to. Max Hastings, editorialist for The Guardian, pronounced in 2006 that the UK must
break free of its US shackles. America had roped Blair in to the War in Iraq and the people were
hoping that Brown would pull Britain out of the war and cut ties with the US. 62 The people of
Britain had very little support for George Bush and the apparent hold the US had over the UK in
the War on Terror.
A Eurobarometer poll was conducted in 2005 which gathered public response data
regarding several subjects. Europeans were asked about their religious beliefs. In the UK, 38% of
people report believing in a God, 34% in France, 19% in the Czech Republic, and 16% in
Estonia claim to believe in a God. 63
While in office, George W. Bush had a very obvious evangelical Christian influence in
regards to his policies and decision making. He is one of the most "openly religious presidents in
recent history."64 The constant, obvious use of scripture in his speeches was alarming to some.
He created in the White House the Office of Faith-Based and Community Initiatives. He pushed
for Christian-based groups to receive government funding for those recovering from substance
abuse. The fundamentalist Christian trend in E!,-lrope was on the decline while George Bush was
pushing for faith-based initiatives in America. Europeans were very critical of Bush's religion
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being so obvious in his policies and attitudes. It was a great disconnect with the majority of the
continent. 65 Over the tenure of his entire presidency, Bush found few champions in Europe.
Some have claimed that George W. Bush could possibly be the worst president in
America's history. Simon Tisdall, editorial writer for The Guardian, evaluates this possibility.
For many in the Arab world, especially the Baghdad journalist who flung a shoe at George Bush,
it seems that he is the worst president. Opinion polls around the world and among Americans
place him at the lowest approval ratings since polls began. One university study asked people to
rank who, out of the last eleven presidents in office, was the best president and who was the
worst. Bush won 34% of the vote coming in first place, with Nixon behind him at 17% and
Clinton in third place with 16%. Currently, Bush is not faring well with historians and academics
as to his political legacy. They are judging him in a very negative light and there is no telling
whether that will change in the future or not. Bush has left the world in an America-created
credit crunch and economic disaster, he has failed to win or finish the wars he began, and failed
to see Al Qaeda coming or protect the United States on September 11, 2001, from the terrorist
attacks. All in all, he admits Bush may not be the worst president in history, as some presidents
expanded slavery and set the nation up for a civil war, but he probably is the worst president in
living memory. 66

Barack Obama
One of the most pressing issues of the Barack Obama presidency has been the War on
Terror and how he will handle it. According to an editorialist for The Economist, there are
apparent differences between the Bush Doctrine and the Obama Doctrine. Bush's beliefs were
65
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firmly planted in what he called the doctrine of preemption. This doctrine of preemptive war has
many dangerous implications if adopted in other countries. For Obama, his doctrine may be "just
war," or the use of war as a last resort or in self-defense, with proportional force and sparing of
civilian lives. An economically stricken America needs to pare down its foreign commitments,
and Obama is trying to do just that. American foreign policy must live within its means. 67
Peter Beinart of The New American Foundation claims that Obama was dealt an
unusually bad set of cards. The military commitments and ideological commitments were not
initiated by Obama, but he is now responsible for ending them. Beinart attempts to explain
Obama's plan in the Middle East. President Bush defined the Iraq War in an extremely broad
way. We weren't fighting just Al-Qaeda under the Bush administration, but America was
fighting nationalist groups like Hezbollah, Barnas, and the Taliban, and countries simultaneously
like Iran, Iraq and Syria. This was a very broad way definition of the American enemy. The only
way Bush could take all of this on at once was the self-confidence that came from America's
military power and economic power at the beginning of the decade. In Barack Obama's situation,
America doesn't look nearly as omnipotent as it once was. We have found that military action in
the Middle East is much more difficult than initially assumed and that our economic resources
are strained. 68
Ideologically, it is now apparent that countries that have never been democratic are very
difficult to convert to democracies. Obama is attempting to downsize the War on Terror back to
its roots - fighting Al Qaeda. America, under Obama, is recognizing that it cannot eradicate
Hezbollah or Ham.as. Obama is trying to open a diplomatic channel with Syria and Iran, instead
of, like Bush, trying to undermine their administrations. The US needs a different relationship
67
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with Iran and must recogmze that Iran is not Al Qaeda. Obama's long-term strategy in
Afghanistan is no longer to defeat the Taliban, but he wants the US to have a stronger military
presence in the short term so they have more leverage in bringing the Taliban in to the political
process in Afghanistan. He knows the US cannot realistically eliminate the Taliban as a force.
The Obama administration knows that it is better to move these ethnically-based organizations
(Taliban, Hezbollah, Hamas,) into the political arena and move them away from armed conflict.
This is the best the US can do because there is no way to eradicate those groups as ethnic and
political movements. Obama is trying to downsize Bush's vision of the War on Terror. Taking
on too much, as Bush did, is no longer possible and cannot lead to successful outcomes.
American public willingness to spend more and more resources and time and troops is waning,
so Obama is attempting to fight a battle that he has a chance of winning. There must be an end in
sight and it must be a means to a diplomatic process. We must define what victory in the Middle
East would mean, and that would mean fighting Al Qaeda and bringing ethnic groups into the
political process. This strategy is Obama's attempt at winning a war without completely straining
the American spirit and wallet. 69 Even thought the circumstances are difficult, he has done
reasonably well. It is too early to say how the Iran situation will work itself out, but Obama has
done a great deal for America in terms of its image. His vision of an America without nuclear
weapons has helped the US image tremendously. Obama has presented "an image of America
that recognizes it is fallible. I think [that] has helped to expose the ideological weakness of our
enemies." 70
Barack Obama winning the 2009 Nobel Peace Prize became a media frenzy. Many were
very critical, claiming that Obama had done nothing to deserve the award. Simon Reid Henry,
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editorialist for the British newspaper The New Statesman, wrote about Obama receiving the
Nobel Peace Prize in October 2009. He won because the prize committee thought that his
promise of disarmament and diplomacy were just too good to ignore. In Henry's opinion, this
prize and the speech that accompanied it were very important to the presidency. Obama had to
defend his winning the Nobel Peace Prize while in the midst of two wars. He was successful in
bringing back to life the pre-inaugurated Barack Obama-the Obama from The Audacity of

Hope, and not the more worldly-wise Obama. He did this by appealing to his critics - the ones
who claimed the prize was too much too soon. His speech had a reverence of peace and justice,
which was just what the speech needed to do. This award was less about himself, but more about
the rightness of America's foreign policy of securing practical peace while entertaining the art of
war. To Henry, the speech was well accepted by the liberal elite community. The prize is a sign
of how foreign publics appreciate and acknowledge the new direction Obama is taking America
and its foreign policy. While he made peace the ultimate prize, he justified US involvement in
Afghanistan in terms of the just war doctrine. 71
Time Magazine's senior political analyst Mark Halperin critiqued and graded the Barack
Obama Presidency. He gave his overall performance an "A-" while reminding the public that
Barack Oban1a has been very skilled doing the most difficult job in the world. A mix of his even
temper, cool demeanor, and unfailing instincts about when to engage and when to delegate has
made his presidency an overall success thus far. He has allowed the public to feel an intimacy
with his family and personal life, but has also kept his distance when it comes to getting down to
business. 72
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Simon Tisdall, editorial writer for The Guardian, explains how he thinks "The Obama
Effect" helped to brighten the gloom of 2009. 2009 was a year that started badly and only got
worse. Political and military failure mixed with a deepening global recession was the theme for
2009. The year began with a bloody battle in Gaza and ended with disappointments over the anti
climax of Copenhagen and the threat of terrorism over the skies of Detroit. Through all of this
pessimism, however, the inauguration of Barack Obama gave cause for hope. "The Obama
Effect" was a shift in tone that quickly affected aspects of US foreign policy. The Obama
administration has broken away from the Bush years - moved from confrontation to engagement.
The administration has supported the idea that dialogue, not brute force, is "the way to resolve
disputes between and within nations." 73 Obama brought about diplomatic contacts with Syria,
North Korea, Cuba, and the Sudan, which were basically ostracized by Bush. His speech in Cairo
made history by speaking directly to the Muslim world about the need to overcome the
differences that separate them from the West and open them up to extremism. Obama's efforts
with Russia have been rewarded with substantial progress towards a new nuclear arms reduction
treaty. He's kept his promise for a timetable for military withdrawal in Iraq and though many
criticize him for not doing enough, he has stepped up America's efforts to tackle climate change.
By his fresh approach to international relations and foreign policy, Obama has changed the terms
of the discourse in the international arena. Although most of Obama's initiatives have yet to
come to fruition, and some will not, only time will be able to judge his efforts fully. 74
Although many of the media elite have criticisms of the Obama administration, the
majority of them appear to still much prefer Obama to the George Bush way of interacting with
the rest of the world. Obama's more diplomatic approach seems especially appreciated by the
73 Simon Tisdal!, "2009: The Year of Living Dangerously," The Guardian, 31 December 2009.
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European media. Although some disagree with his decision to increase the number of troops to
Afghanistan, they do appear to appreciate a timetable for withdrawal. They also appear to
appreciate Obama's handling of the War on Terror as compared to the Bush administration's
handling of the war. The media tends to be one of the only bridges between the gap of the masses
and the political leaders, so their opinion is essential to determining the tone and attitude of a
nation.

Opinion of World Leaders
George Bush
French President Nicolas Sarkozy has made it one of his forei gn policy objectives to
improve French-US relations. Many in France chide him for his love of the US, but he still aims
at mending the battered and bruised relationship. The allied relationship between Bush and
Sarkozy was welcomed after the strained relationship Bush had with Jacques Chirac. Sarkozy
and Bush attempted to work together to convince Iran to give up its nuclear program. 75 The two
had a friendly relationship, but they did not always agree on US foreign policy. George Bush
adamantly pushed for a missile defense system in Europe but Nicolas Sarkozy was publicly very
against this; at an EU-Russian summit, Sarkozy claimed that a missile defense system would in
no way strengthen the security of Europe. He claimed this system would complicate things and
force relations backwards. This was a definite break in relations between Sarkozy and Bush. 76
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German chancellor Angela Merkel and George Bush never had a warm, close
relationship. Merkel even blamed George Bush for the loss of foreign goodwill from the German
people towards the US. Merkel understood that the problem between the two nations was a
difference in geopolitical factors. There was no way George Bush could help to mend these
issues.77 Bush and Merkel's relationship was a welcomed calm to the storm that was the
relationship between former Chancellor Schroder and President Bush. The relationship between
Bush and Merkel was characterized by honesty and stability. 78
Gordon Brown, Prime Minister of Britain, and George Bush never appeared to have a
close relationship with one another. Even before becoming Prime Minister in 2007, Brown
promised to speak his mind to the US administration and always put British national interest
ahead of Washington, which some criticized his predecessor, Tony Blair, of not doing. 79
Reportedly, Brown would not refer to the president on a first name basis, but instead would only
refer to him as "Mr. President." In 2007 the British pulled many of its troops out of Iraq, which
was a clear sign that Bush had very little influence over Brown or the British government. Mr.
Brown made it clear to Mr. Bush that he had priorities other than the War on Terror and Iraq.
Reports even claimed that the two leaders had a "distant" relationship. 80
George Bush boasted civil relationships with the European leaders for the most part.
Although there were many differences between Bush and the European leaders, they were
typically able to work together on issues George Bush supported. Bush was not willing to work
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with the Europeans on climate change, though, which posed challenges to their relationships.
Overall, the relations were mediocre, but not abhorrent.

Barack Obama

Barack Obama has been the most wildly-popular American president in France for many
years. Perhaps because of this raging popularity, French president Nicolas Sarkozy initially
attempted a close relationship with Obama. In November 2008 on a visit to the Washington,
Sarkozy had a plane on standby to fly to Chicago in case the opportunity arose to meet Obama.
This anticipated meeting did not occur, though. The French president referred to Obama as "a
pal" in several interviews and "a buddy" in others, and at their first official meeting in April,
spirits were high among both presidents.

81

When Obama made his first trip to France in April 2008, he arrived to cheering crowds.
Obama praised Sarkozy for his efforts in bringing France back into NATO. Sarkozy proclaimed
that France and the US were "the same family" and that a new French-US alliance was being
strengthened because the two nations have similar views. At this meeting there was affectionate
back-slapping and mutual praise between the two leaders.
News headlines have read that Sarkozy has been "obsessed" with Obama for months, and
"Obama Gets Love from Sarkozy". During Obama's campaign, Sarkozy was quoted as saying
that if Obama won, France would be "very happy." He even said he "always knew Obama
would win the candidacy," when referring to Obama's race for the democratic nomination. 82
Currently, France has approximately 3,500 troops in Afghanistan, as a part of the US-led
NATO mission. At the urging of president Barack Obama, France agreed to send 80 more
81
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military trainers to Afghanistan to help enforce the national security forces. This troop surge
shows France's military cooperation with the US mission, although it is an extremely unpopular
subject among the French people.83
German chancellor Angela Merkel has not been quite as enthusiastic about Obama as
Sarkozy, bµt nonetheless she has still shown interest and support for him. During his presidential
campaign, when asked about her thoughts on Obama, she stated that he was "well-equipped ...
physically, mentally, and politically." 84 In reference to Obama's March/April 2009 trip to
Europe, Merkel said she hoped Obama left Europe with "the awareness that he has friends and
partners here ...that we depend on each other." 85
In early January, Merkel even promised to send 850 more troops to Afghanistan at the
pleading of Barack Obama. Germany has about 4,300 troops total in Afghanistan to support the
US-led NATO mission. The Chancellor also promised to send more police officers and double
the aid currently being sent to Afghanistan. The German government, is, however under political
constrains. The wars in the Middle East have not been popular in Germany and are not supported
by the people. Sending more troops proved to be an unpopular decision, but the Chancellor and
the government anticipated that response. This shows the German cooperation with the US-led
efforts in Afghanistan. 86
Prime Minister of Britain, Gordon Brown, has also had a positive relationship with
Barack Obama. At their first meeting it was pointed out that Gordon Brown was on a first-name
basis with the President, notably calling him Barack. This is a stark contrast to Mr. Brown's
meetings with former US president George W. Bush, whom Brown would only call "Mr.
83
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President." It became very important for the Prime Minister to secure an early meeting with the
new president as soon as he could. He was the first European leader to visit Barack Obama. The
two men even spoke of their wives and children, and to show the ease of their conversation, the
two even chatted about sports, Brown claiming that he could probably never beat Obama at
basketball, but that he could probably beat him at tennis. 87 Obama said that there is a terrific
relationship between himself and the prime minister and that they share a similar set of values
and assumptions. 88
One of the largest, most prominent issues in 2009 was the global recession. Brown and
Obama both agreed that an international fiscal stimulus and cuts in interest rates were the best
way to fix the global recession before it turned into a global depression. Sarkozy and Merkel did
not support this stimulus package like Brown did. 89 This agreement on an enormous international
issue shows the strong relationship between the United States and the UK.
Brown also agreed to increase the number of British troops in Afghanistan by 500 in
October 2009, and then again by 500 more in November 2009. This brings the total to over
10,000 British troops deployed to Afghanistan. These decisions came on the heels of Obama's
talks of sending up to 35,000 more US forces to Afghanistan. 90
The responses of the European leaders have been mainly positive regarding Obama.
Although the leaders have all criticized one another, coming together for the 020 Summit and
Copenhagen Summits have helped to show the United State's willingness to partake in global
efforts to combat complex issues. The US and Europe have not been able to reconcile all of their
87
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differences, however. Obama attempted to urge European leaders to accept Turkey into the
European Union, but that has yet to happen. Obama also tried to sway Europeans to stimulate
financial growth by investing in the global economy, much like the US and Britain had done, but
France and Germany did not follow suit. They instead wanted to focus on increasing financial
regulations.

V. Conclusions
Soft Power is a very complex issue with many factors that affect it. This paper intended
to explore a previously undeveloped piece in the theory of soft power: the presidential
embodiment of soft power. To help explore the hypothesis that presidents embody soft power,
the two case studies of the George Bush presidency and the Barack Obama presidency were
researched. George Bush was chosen because he appears to be, in world opinion, the antithesis of
Barack Obama. Soft power is in the eye of the beholder, which means that presidents or nations
do not automatically have soft power; it is given to them by those that receive them positively.
These two men are perceived very differently, and researching that difference and their different
acceptance levels helped to enhance this paper.
After evaluating the independent variables (the presidents' different characteristics) and
the dependent variable (the amount of soft power the US has,) it appears that the original
hypothesis that presidents embody soft power is correct. When a president's persona, cultural
beliefs, character, and policies match those of foreign nations, those nations are more likely to
support and approve of the United States. The Europeans appear to "like" Obama much more
than George Bush. They approve of his stance on environmental issues, issues of torture and war
prisoners, and the diplomatic goals of nations working together to solve problems. After the
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election of Barack Obama, the anti-American sentiment around the world decreased. There was a
renewed spirit for fighting the War on Terror. Because of Barack Obama, there is renewed
confidence in, and support for, America. This is what soft power is - when others approve of and
· support a nation because they respect that nation's policy, culture, and values.
One of the challenges of researching an on-going presidency is that by the time data is
collected and then used in a research paper, a plethora of new incidents, opinions, and policies
have been created. The point of this research is not meant to be pro-Obama, anti-Bush
propaganda. Nor was it the researcher's intentions to ignore all criticisms of Barack Obama and
slander George Bush. There is no person, nation, or policy without criticism, and there is a
breadth of criticism of Barack Obama and his policies. Most of the data for this research was
collected from August - October 2009, but the author attempted to add new data as was
necessary and possible. During this time period of data collection, however, there was less
criticism of Obama. But the author stands by the research and the conclusions drawn from the
data. Most of the criticism of George Bush was written during his presidency, so that data is fully
reputable and current.
There has been some defense of the Bush administration, especially from insiders,
claiming that Bush was completely misunderstood as a president. In his book Courage and
Consequence, Karl Rove claims that Bush truly believed there were weapons of mass destruction
in Iraq and that he would have never invaded if he thought that there were none. Though, these
accusations are as difficult to prove or disprove as those who accuse the Bush administration of
purposefully lying about the threat of weapons under Saddam Hussein's control. 91
This paper aimed at researching how a president's personality, beliefs, cultural
characteristics, and policies affect the amount of soft power that president has. Barack Obama is
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highly revered by the international publics and leaders. His identity fits more closely with the
identity of Western Europeans more so than George Bush's did. More research could be
conducted regarding Israel, which would probably reinforce the hypothesis of this paper, that
presidents embody soft power. George Bush's personality and rhetoric reflected and was
respected by Israelis and those in the Israeli government. Israel, overall, had very positive
opinions of George Bush. He and the Israeli government worked well together. Barack Obama,
on the other hand, has attempted to establish a relationship between the US and the Palestinians,
which has angered the Israelis. They show much lower respect levels and approval ratings for
Barack Obama. So, George Bush's persona matched well with Israel and its people/government,
and thus he had a notable influence in Israel; the Israeli government typically supported the US
in the international arena during the Bush administration. Different nations in Asia, South
America, Eastern Europe, and the Middle East could also serve as interesting research to further
explore this subject.
A full understanding of the theory of soft power is necessary m an increasingly
diplomatic time. The European nations in the European Union have no looming threats of
military attacks or wars. The European people will not accept solving political problems through
militaristic means. Europe and China have been looked to as having high levels of soft power,
using their influence and rhetoric to win acceptance and support throughout the world and not
using threats of violence to attain their goals. The world is moving on with or without the United
States and many people see the election of President Barack Obama as a way in which the US
can catch up to the way the rest of the world is working and advancing.
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